
B1:   Chapter Two (Alternatives Considered in Detail pgs 16) of the EIS
describes six alternative that are being considered for implementation. Each
alternative describes the toxicant and concentration, including the delivery
mechanism.  The inerts of the bait will be of a commercially manufactured
product, optimized for maximum palatibility and acceptance to rats.

B2:  Chapter Five (Public Involvement pgs 84) describes the effort the Park has
made to solicit public input on this project.  Local newspapers (Ventura Co. Star,
LA Times, and Santa Barbara Newspress) have published at least one feature
article about the project, some have done two articles.  The Park will continue to
keep the public informed via press releases, website, and public notices on this
project as the compliance process moves forward.

The environmental analysis has discussed the potential human health risk and has
determined that exposure of visitors to the rodenticide is extremely low.  This
fact, along with the island closure and the information dissemination (as
described on pg 78) reduces even further the human health risk.

B3:  The interaction between Deer Mice and Xantus’ Murrelets has been
described elsewhere (see Murray et al. 1983, Sydeman et al. 1998).  The Xantus’
Murrelet has evolved and contended with native predators such as mice on Santa
Barbara Island (south of Anacapa Island) for centuries and is the largest breeding
colony in the USA.  The Deer Mice prey only on eggs, while rats are capable of
preying on eggs, chicks and adult murrelets severely impairing reproductive
potential in the short term and long term.  Anacapa and Santa Barbara Island
share similar habitats and the Deer Mice are the only native mammals on the
islands.  Rats are only found on Anacapa Island, which does not have a
significant murrelet breeding colony.
 (Continued on next page)
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B3 Continued:

The abundance of available nesting habitat (McChesney et al. 2000),
similarity to Santa Barbara Island, and presence of the Xantus’ Murrelet
attempting to utilize Anacapa Island for nesting, strongly suggests that the
Xantus’ Murrelet and other small, crevice nesting seabirds will benefit
from the removal of rats. The removal of rats from Anacapa Island should
aid in the recovery of the Xantus’ Murrelet and other crevice nesting
species susceptible to rat predation.

B4:  See Comment A14.

B5:  The Park’s intent in distributing the DEIS through its website was to
allow for wider distribution to the public.  Distribution of the DEIS by CD-
ROM is a less expensive way to disseminate the analysis.  However, the
Park distributed traditional “hard” copies to people who requested them, or
to people who did not have computer access.  The Final EIS will  be
distributed in the same manner, however, the Park will review its website
dissemination procedure.

The Park attempted to make the document as readable and understandable
as possible.   Some of the technical language that is in the document is a
product of the complex subject manner.  Since most of the environmental
impacts revolve around rodenticide toxicology, standard methods were
used for displaying and discussing this subject.  Where possible the
analysis attempted to summarize this information.

B6:  The environmental analysis that has been prepared for this project
meets a very high standard of environmental analysis.  Both the legal
requirement and the spirit of NEPA have been fulfilled.  A supplemental
EIS is necessary when substantial new information is discovered or
substantial changes with environmental ramifications are made to the
proposed action or an alternative to the proposed action.  Because
substantial changes are not being made, a supplemental EIS is not
necessary.  The Final EIS adds an option for preparing a supplemental EIS
should first year implementation monitoring results indicate that objectives
are not being met, or environmental effects are different that what is
described in the FEIS (see pg 16 “Effectiveness and Validation
Monitoring”).
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